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DETAILED ACTION 

Election/Restrictions 

1 . Applicant's election without traverse of Group I, Claims 1-8 in tine reply filed on 
10 March, 2009 is acknowledged. 

2. Claims 9-1 5 are withdrawn from further consideration pursuant to 37 CFR 

1 .142(b) as being drawn to a nonelected invention, there being no allowable generic or 
linking claim. Election was made without traverse in the reply filed on 10 March 2009. 

3. Examiner notes that Claim 16 was inadvertently grouped in Group II. Claim 16 
has been rejoined and will be examined with Group I. 

Claim Objections 

4. Claim 1 is objected to because of the following informalities: 

5. Claim 1 recites "operation" in lines 3 and 4. These should read "operations" 
instead. 

6. Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

7. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 
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8. Claims 4-5, 7-8, and 16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as 
being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter 
which applicant regards as the invention. 

9. Regarding Claims 8 and 16, It is unclear if the information on washing includes 
one kind of information of the three listed (and intended to be in a Markush claim format. 
See MPEP §2173.05) or if the information on washing includes one of each. For 
examination purposes this limitation will be treated as a Markush claim. 

1 0. Regarding Claims 4-5, it is unclear whether in the language "transmit/receive" 
and "thereto/therefrom," the backslash is intended to be an "and" or an "or." 

1 1 . Regarding Claim 7, it is unclear what it is meant by "laundry proper to various 
identification codes" and "identification code proper to the laundry." It is assumed for 
examination purposes, "proper" means "assigned with" or "assigned to." 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the Invention was patented or described In a printed publication In this or a foreign country or In public 
use or on sale In this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent In the United 

States. 

13. Claims 1-3 and 5-7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated 
by GUZZI et al. (USPA 2001/0049846). 

14. Regarding Claim 1 , GUZZI et al. teaches a washing system comprising: an 
information tag fastened to laundry (RFID tag, [0036]), having information on the 
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laundry stored therein (identifies clothing or information relating to item of clothing, 
[0036]); a laundry device (washing machine 22, [0035]) for progressing various washing 
related operations (washing machine inherently accomplishes washing related 
operations), the laundry device having a control unit (user interface 28 has a computer 
system comprising a CPU, [0034], which is a control unit); a reader (ID device 40, 
[0036]) for receiving a signal from the information tag on the laundry, to obtain 
information stored in the information tag (the identification device 40 may recognize the 
clothing via the RFID tag, [0036]); and a home server (director 25, Fig. 2 and [0036]) 
connected (operatively. Fig. 2 and [0036]) to the control unit of the laundry device to be 
able to supply various control signals and receive information obtained by the reader 
(the identification device 40 might transmit the identification to a director 25, [0036]). 

15. Regarding Claims 2-3, GUZZI et al. teaches that the reader can be integrated 
into the washing machine or separate from the washing machine. See [0035]. More 
specifically, GUZZI et al. teaches the system 20 comprising an identification device 40 
([0032]) to be integrated or separate from the washing machine. 

16. Regarding Claim 5, GUZZI et al. teaches the reader (ID device 40, Fig. 2) to be 
connected (indirectly through director 25, Fig. 2) to the home server (director 25, Fig. 2). 
These components are operatively connected and would be expected to carry out the 
functional limitation of transmitting or receiving information from each other. 

17. Regarding Claim 6, GUZZI et al. teaches the home server (director 25 including 
data store 34, Fig. 2) to have information on washing laundry (including executable 
instructions for determining the amount and type of laundry compositions in the 
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detergent dispenser, See [0041]-[0042]), and the information tag on the laundry has 
information stored therein (information related to the clothing may be directly stored on 
the tag, [0036]). 

18. Regarding Claim 7, GUZZI et al. teaches the home server (director) to have 
information on washing laundry having identification codes (ID tag 56 transmits a serial 
number to the ID device, which then passes the number to the director, [0073] and thus 
the director has the information) and teaches the information tag on the laundry to have 
an identification code (serial number, [0073]). 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

19. The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1 , 148 
USPQ 459 (1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining 
obviousness under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at Issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating 
obviousness or nonobviousness. 

20. Claims 4, 8, and 16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over GUZZI et al. (USPA 2001/0049846). 

21 . GUZZI et al. Is relied upon as described above in the rejection of Claim 1 . 

22. Regarding Claim 4, GUZZI et al. teaches the reader (ID device 40, Fig. 2) to be 
connected (Indirectly through director 25, Fig. 2) to the control unit (user Interface 28 
which includes a CPU, Fig. 2). GUZZI et al. fails to explicitly teach that the reader and 



Application/Control Number: 10/556,342 Page 6 

Art Unit: 1792 

control units would be able to transmit and receive data from each other. However, it 
would be obvious that these components would transmit data because they are 
indirectly connected to each other via the director (25, Fig. 2) and both components 
transfer data to the director. 

23. Thus, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention to use the washing system as taught by GUZZI et al. and have the reader 
and control unit operatively connected to be able to transmit data from each other, 
because it is well known, expected, and obvious in view of the control module structure 
and for performing the intended purpose of this structure. 

24. Claim 8 is directed to washing information including at least one of: preferable 
operation time period for respective cycles, preferable operation temperatures for 
respective cycles, or preferable water levels for respective cycles for the laundry, which 
GUZZI et al. fails to teach explicitly. However, GUZZI et al. teaches the determination of 
optimized operating conditions via the director and optimization module. See [0061] and 
[0073]. 

25. Thus, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to use the 
washing system as taught by GUZZI et al. and include information on preferable 
operating conditions because GUZZI et al. teaches the determination of optimized 
operating conditions for improved cleaning. 

26. Claim 16 rejected as being unpatentable over GUZZI et al. under an analogous 

rejection to Claim 8, with the exception that Claim 16 depends on Claim 7 instead of 
Claim 6. 
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Conclusion 

27. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from tlie 
examiner should be directed to JASON Y. KO whose telephone number is 571-270- 
7451 . The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Thursday; 9:30am-7:00pm. 

28. If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, MICHAEL BARR can be reached on 571-272-1414. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

29. Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



/JYK/ 

Jason Y. Ko 

Patent Examiner, Art Unit 1792 
5 May 2009 



/Michael Barr/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art 
Unit 1792 
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